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A bstract

W e presentan axiom atization ofnon-relativistic Q uantum M echanicsfora system with an arbitrary

num ber of com ponents. The interpretation of our system of axiom s is realistic and objective. The

EPR paradox and its relation with realism is discussed in this fram ework. Itis shown thatthere is no

contradiction between realism and recentexperim entalresults.

K EYW O RDS:Axiom atics-Philosophy ofQ uantum M echanics

1 IN T R O D U C T IO N

Theinterpretation ofQ uantum M echanics(Q M )hasbeen acontroversialsubjectoverthelast�fty years.

A centralpointin thiscontroversy isthedebate between therealistic position and theorthodox lineofthe

Copenhagen school. In recent years,thisdiscussion hasbeen reheated by som e experim entsthat enabled

the testing ofthe im plicationsofthe paradox form ulated by Einstein,Podolsky,and Rosen (EPR)(1935).

Thereisa widespread beliefthattheresultsofthoseexperim entsim ply therefutation ofrealism and favour

a subjectivistic vision ofQ M .However,these conclusionsoriginate in an inform alanalysisofthe structure

ofthe theory. Any conclusion in the aforem entioned sense should be a consequence ofa carefulstudy of

a form alized theory ofQ M ,in such a way thatallthe presuppositionsand interpretation rulesbe explicit.

�
Fellow ofCO NICET

y
M em berofCO NICET

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/9510019v1


O nly in thiscaseonecan determ inewhethertherealisticinterpretation ofthestatem entsisconsistentwith

theexperim entalresults.

In a previouswork (Perez-Berglia�a etal.1993),we presented a realistic and objective axiom atization

ofQ M for a single m icrosystem from which the m ain theorem s can be deduced. Problem s such as those

arising from the EPR paradox cannotbe discussed in thataxiom atic fram e,because they involve system s

with m ore than one com ponent. W e develop here a generalization ofour preceding paper for the case of

system swith an arbitrary num berofcom ponents. Arm ed with thisnew axiom atization,we analyze som e

interpretationalissuesofQ M .

W e briey present in Section 2 the ontologicalbackground ofour interpretation,because it is ofthe

utm ostim portance in allourargum entations(fordetails,see Bunge 1977,1979).In Section 3 we setforth

theaxiom atization ofthetheory,with itspresuppositions,itsaxiom aticbasis,thepertinentde�nitions,and

som e representative theorem s.In Section 4 we discussthe relation between the EPR paradox and realism ,

and then,weshortly sketch som eitem softhe\consistentinterpretation ofQ M " thatcan bededuced from

ouraxiom atization.1

2 O N T O LO G IC A L B A C K G R O U N D

A consistentaxiom atic treatm entofnonrelativistic Q M forsystem swith an arbitrary num berofcom -

ponentspresupossesa theory ofsystem s. Thisin turn can only be constructed on the basisofan accurate

caracterization ofthe conceptofindividualand itsproperties. In thissection we caracterize a physicalsys-

tem . W e shallassum e the realistic ontology ofBunge (a com plete and detailed analysis can be found in

Bunge1977,1979).

Theconceptofindividualisthebasicprim itive conceptofany ontologicaltheory.Individualsassociate

them selveswith otherindividualsto yield new individuals.Itfollowsthatthey satisfy a calculus,and that

they arerigorously characterized only through thelawsofsuch calculus.Theselawsaresetwith theaim of

reproducing the way realthingsassociate. Speci�cally,itispostulated thatevery individualisan elem ent

ofa setS in such a way thatthestructureS = < S;� ;2 > isa com m utative m onoid ofidem potents.In the

structureS,S isto beinterpreted asthesetofalltheindividuals,theelem ent2 2 S asthenullindividual,

and the binary operation � asthe association ofindividuals. Itiseasy to see thatthere are two classesof

individuals:sim ple and com posed.

D 1 x 2 S iscom posed , 9 y;z 2 S 3 x = y� z.

1
Som eoftheform altoolsused in thiswork havebeen described in Perez-Berglia�a etal.(1993)(m ainly m athem aticaltools,

such asH ,G ,etc.)
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D 2 x 2 S issim ple, : 9y;z 2 S 3 x = y� z.

D 3 x < y , x � y = y (x ispartofy , x � y = y).

D 4 C(x)� fy 2 S 3 y < xg(com position ofx).

Realthingsdi�erentiatefrom abstractindividualsbecausethey havea num berofpropertiesin addition

to their capability ofassociation. These properties can be intrinsic (Pi) or relational(Pr). The intrinsic

propertiesareinherentand they arerepresented by predicatesorunary applications,whilerelationalprop-

erties are represented by n-ary predicates,with n> 1,as long as nonconceptualargum ents are considered.

Forinstance,theposition and thevelocity ofaparticlearerelationalproperties,butitschargeisan intrinsic

property.

P iscalled a substantialproperty ifand only ifsom e individualx possessesP :

D 5 P 2 P , (9x)(x 2 S ^ P x).

Here P isthe setofallthe substantialproperties.Thesetofthepropertiesofa given individualx is

D 6 P (x)� fP 2 P 3 P xg.

Iftwo individualshave exactly the sam e propertiesthey are the sam e:8 x;y 2 S ifP (x)= P (y)) x � y.

Two individualsareidenticaliftheirintrinsicpropertiesarethesam e:x
id
$ y (they can di�eronly in their

relationalproperties).

A detailed account ofthe theory ofpropertiesis given in Bunge (1977). W e only give here two useful

de�nitions:

D 7 P isan inherited property ofx , P 2 P (x)^ (9y)(y 2 C(x)^ y 6= x ^ P 2 P (y)).

D 8 P isan em ergentproperty ofx , P 2 P (x)^ ((8 y)C(x)(y 6= x )) P =2 P (y)).

According to these de�nitions,m ass is an inherited property and viscosity is an em ergent property ofa

classicaluid.

An individualwith itspropertiesm ake up a thing X :

D 9 X
D f
= < x;P (x)> .

The lawsofassociation ofthingsfollow from those ofthe individuals. The association ofallthingsisthe

Universe (�U ). Itshould notbe confused with the setofallthings;thisisonly an abstractentity and not

a thing. G iven a thing X = < x;P (x) > ,a conceptualobject nam ed m odelX m ofthe thing X can be

constructed by a nonem pty setM and a �nitesequenceF ofm athem aticalfunctionsoverM ,each ofthem

form ally representing a property ofx:
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D 10 X m

D f
= < M ;F > ;where F = < F1;:::;Fn > 3 Fi :M ! Vi;1 � i� n;Vi vector space ;Fi =̂ Pi 2

P (x).

Itissaid then thatX m representsX :X m =̂X (Bunge 1977).

Thestate ofthe thing X can becharacterized asfollows:

D 11 LetX bea thing with m odelX m = < M ;F > ,such thateach com ponentofthefunction

F = < F1;:::;Fn > :M ! V1 � :::� Vn.

representssom eP 2 P (x).Then Fi(1 � i� n)isnam ed i-th statefunction ofX ,F isthetotalstate

function ofX ,and the value ofF for som e m 2 M ;F (m ),represents the state ofX atm in the

representation X m .

Ifallthe Vi;1 � i � n, are vector spaces, F is the state vector ofX in the representation X m ,and

V = V1 � :::� Vn isthestate space ofX in the representation X m .

Theconceptofphysicallaw can beintroduced asfollows:

D 12 LetX m = < X ;F > bea m odelforX .Any restriction on thepossiblevaluesofthecom ponentsofF

and any relation between two orm oreofthem isa physicallaw ifand only ifitbelongsto a consistent

theory ofthe X and hasbeen satisfactorily con�rm ed by the experim ent.

W e say thata thing X actson a thing Y ifX m odi�esthepath ofY in itsspace state (X � Y :X actson

Y ).

W e say thattwo thingsX and Y are connected ifatleastone ofthem actson the other. W e com e atlast

to thede�nition ofsystem :

D 13 A system isa thing com posed by atleasttwo connected things.

In particular,a physicalsystem isa system ruled by physicallaws.A setofthingsisnota system ,because

a system isa physicalentity and nota set. A system m ay possesem ergentpropertieswith respectto the

com ponent subsystem s. The com position ofthe system � with respect to a class A ofthings is (at the

instantt):

CA (�;t)= fX 2 A 3 X < �g

.

D 14 �A (�;t)= fX 2 A 3 X 62 CA (�;t)^ (9Y )CA (�;t)^ (X � Y _ Y � X ))g isthe A-environm entof� att.
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If�A (�;t)= ; ) � isclosed attheinstantt.In any othercase we say thatitisopen.

A speci�c physicalsystem willbe characterized by expliciting itsspace ofphysicalstates. Thisisdone in

the axiom atic basisofthe physicaltheory.In whatfollowswe pay particularattention to a specialtype of

system s:theq-system s.

3 A X IO M AT IC S O F Q M

W e present in this section the axiom atic structure ofthe theory following the m ain lines ofour previous

paper.Theadvantadgesofan axiom atic form ulation arediscussed in Bunge(1967a).

3.1 FO R M A L B A C K G R O U N D

P 1 O rdinary bivalued logic.

P 2 Form alsem antics(Bunge 1974a,b).

P 3 M athem aticalanalysiswith itspresuppositionsand theory ofgeneralized functions(G el’fand 1964).

P 4 Probability theory.

P 5 G roup theory.

P 6 Association theory (Bunge1977).

3.2 M AT ER IA L B A C K G R O U N D

P 7 Cronology.

P 8 Physicaltheory ofprobabilities(Popper1959).

P 9 Dim ensionalanalysis.

P 10 System stheory (Bunge 1977,1979).

3.3 G EN ER AT IN G B A SIS

Theconceptualspace ofthe theory isgenerated by the basisB ofprim itive concepts,where

B= f�;E 3;T;H E ;P;�1;A,G ,�;�hg

Theelem entsofthebasiswillbesem antically interpreted by m eansoftheaxiom aticbasisofthetheory,

with theaid ofsom e conventions.
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3.4 A X IO M AT IC B A SIS

Q M isa �nite-axiom atizable theory,whoseaxiom atic basisis

BA (Q M )=

36
^

i= 1

A i

wheretheindex irunson the axiom s.

3.5 D EFIN IT IO N S

D 15 K
D f
= setofphysicalreference system s.

D 16 j	(�;k)> 2 	 �

D f
= isthe representative ofthe ray 	 � thatcorrespondsto the system � with respect

to k 2 K .

D 17 �N = �1 � �1 � :::� �1 (N tim es)isthe setofallthesystem scom posed by elem entsof�1.
2

D 18 �� = f�2;�3;:::;�N ;:::g

R em ark 1 W ith the aim ofavoiding unnecesary com plexity in notation we are not going to explicit the

dependence ofthe operators and the eigenvalues on the reference system . R em ark 2 The dom ain ofthe

cuanti�ed variables is explicited by m eans ofsubindexes ofthe quanti�cation parenthesis. For instance,

(8 x)A (9y)B (Rxy),m eansthat forallx in A,exists y in B such thatRxy. R em ark 3 The sym bol
d
= is

used forthe relation ofdenotation (see Bunge 1974a fordetails).

3.6 A X IO M S

G R O U P I:SPA C E A N D T IM E

A 1 E3 � tridim ensionaleuclidean space.

A 2 E3 =̂ physicalspace.

A 3 T � intervalofthe reallineR .

A 4 T =̂ tim e interval.

A 5 Therelation � thatordersT m eans\before to" _ \sim ultaneouswith".

2
The set� 1 willbe characterized by A 7.
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G R O U P II:Q -SY ST EM S A N D STAT ES

A 6 �1;�:nonem pty num erablesets.

A 7 (8�)� 1
(�

d
= sim plem icrosystem ). 3

A 8 (8 �)�= � 1[�
� (�

d
= q-system ).4

A 9 (8 �)
�
(�

d
= environm entofsom e q-system ). 5

A 10 (9 K )(K � �^ the con�guration ofeach k 2 K isindependentoftim e).

A 11 (8 k)K (9 b)(b=̂ k).

A 12 (8 �)� (8 k)K (k /6.�).

A 13 (8 < �;�> )
���

(9 H E )(H E = < S;H ;S0> � rigged Hilbertspace).

A 14 Thereexistsa one-to-one correspondencebetween physicalstatesof�2 � and rays	 � � H .

G R O U P III:O P ER AT O R S A N D P H Y SIC A L Q U A N T IT IES

A 15 P � nonem pty fam ily ofapplicationsover�.

A 16 A � ring ofoperatorsoverH E .

A 17 (8 P )P (9�)�(P 2 P (�)).

A 18 (8 P )P (9 Â)A (Â =̂ P ).

A 19 (Herm iticity and linearity)

(8 �)� (8Â)A (8 P )P (8 k)K (Â =̂ P ^ j	(� 1;k)> ;j	(� 2;k)> 2 H E )

1. 3 Â[�1j	(� 1;k)> + �2j	(� 2;k)> ]= �1Âj	(� 1;k)> + �2Âj	(� 2;k)> with �1;�2 2 C

2. Â y = Â).

A 20 (Probability densities)

(8 < �;�> )
���

(8Â)A (8 P )P (8 ja> )H E
(8 j	(�;k)> ) H E

(Â =̂ P ^ Âja> = aja> ) the probability

3
� satis�esthesetofaxiom sofourpreviouspaper,so thede�nitionsconcerning � given thereare stillvalid.Also notethat

whatisdenoted here � 1 wasdenoted � in thatpaper.
4
Not every � 2 � is necessarily a system as de�ned by D 13. However,with the aim ofavoiding com plex notation,we

com m itan abuse oflanguage in thisrespect.

5
In particular,�0

d
= the em pty environm ent,< �;�0>

d
= a free q-system ,and < �0;�0>

d
= the vacuum .
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density <  ja> < aj > correspondsto theproperty P when � isassociated to �),thatis,
R
a2
a1

<  ja>

< aj > da isthe probability for� to have a valueofP in the interval[a1;a2].

A 21 (8 �)� (8Â)A (8 a)R (eiv Â = a^ Â =̂ P ) a isthesole valuethatP takeson �).

A 22 �h 2 R + .

A 23 [�h]= LM T�1 .

G R O U P IV :SY M M ET R IES A N D G R O U P ST R U C T U R E

A 24 (Unitary operators)

(8 < �;�> )
���

(8Â)A (8 P )P (8 Û )(Â =̂P ^ Û isan operatoron H E ^ Û y = Û �1 ) Û yÂ Û =̂ P ).

A 25 (8 < �;� 0> )��� 9 D̂ (~G )(D̂ (~G )isa unitary representation ofraysofsom ecentralnontrivialextension

oftheuniversalcovering group �G ofa Lie group G by an abelian unidim ensionalgroup on H E ).

A 26 TheLie algebra G ofthe group G isgenerated by fĤ ; P̂i;K̂ i;Ĵig� A.

A 27 (Algebra structure)

Thestructureof ~G,Lie algebra of ~G is:

[Ĵi;Ĵj]= i�h�ijkĴk [Ĵi;K̂ j]= i�h�ijkK̂ k [Ĵi;P̂j]= i�h�ijkP̂k

[K̂ i;Ĥ ]= i�hP̂i [K̂ i;P̂j]= i�h�ijM̂

[Ĵi;Ĥ ]= 0 [K̂ i;K̂ j]= 0 [̂Pi;P̂j]= 0 [̂Pj;Ĥ ]= 0

[Ĵi;M̂ ]= 0 [K̂ i;M̂ ]= 0 [̂Pi;M̂ ]= 0 [Ĥ ;M̂ ]= 0

where M̂ isan elem entofthe Lie algebra ofsom e one-param eter subgroup (which isused to extend

G ).

A 28 M̂ hasa discrete spectrum ofrealand positive eigenvalues.

G R O U P V :G A U G E T R A N SFO R M AT IO N S A N D ELEC T R IC C H A R G E

A 29 (8 < �;�> )
���

(8 Â)A (9 Q̂ )A (Q̂ 6= Î^ ([̂Q ;Â]= 0).

A 30 Q̂ hasa discrete spectrum ofrealeigenvalues.

8



A 31 Q̂ isthegeneratorofgauge transform ationsofthe �rstkind.

A 32 Thereexistsa sole norm alizable state with eiv Q̂ = 0,called neutralstate.

A 33 There existsa sole norm alizable state,called vacuum ,thatisinvariantunder D̂ (~G )and undergauge

transform ationsofthe �rstkind.

G R O U P V I:C O M P O SIT IO N A X IO M S

A 34 (ProductHilbertspace)

(8 < �;�> )
���

(C(�)= f�1;:::;�ng) H E =
N n

i= 1H E i).

A 35 (8 < �;�> )
���

(8 j	> )H E
(9U�)(U� isa representation ofa sym m etricgroup � by unitary operators

Û� ^

Û� j	> = Û� fj 
a
1> 
 j b2> 
 :::
 j ln> g

= j a�1> 
 :::
 j l�n>

wheref�1;:::�ng isa perm utation P off1;:::ng).

A 36 (8 < �;� > )
���

(8 Â)A (8 j	 > )H E
(C(�) = f�1;:::�ng ^ �i

id
$ �j ^ j	 > = Û� j	

0> )

< 	jÂj	> = < 	 0jÂj	 0> ).

R em ark:notethat ~G isa representation by operatorsoftheextended Liealgebra oftheG alileigroup that

actson a Hilbertspace.Forotherrepresentations,see Levy-Leblond (1963).

3.7 D EFIN IT IO N S

D 19 (8 < �;�> )
���

(8 �)R (Ĥ j	(�;k)> = �j	(�;k)> );�
D f
= energy of�in thestatej	(�;k)> with respect

to k 2 K when itisinuenced by ��.

D 20 (8 < �;�> )
���

(8 pi)R (P̂ij	(�;k)> = p ij	(�;k> );p i

D f
= i-th com ponentofthe linealm om entum of

� in thestate j	(�;k)> with respectto k 2 K when itisinuenced by ��.

D 21 (8 < �;�> )
���

(8 ji)R (Ĵij	(�;k)> = j ij	(�;k)> );j i

D f
= i-th com ponentoftheangularm om entum of

� in thestate j	(�;k)> with respectto k 2 K when itisinuenced by ��.

D 22 (8 < �;�> )
���

(8 m )R (M̂ j	(�;k)> = m j	(�;k)> );m
D f
= m assof�.

D 23 X̂ i

D f
= 1

m
K̂ i.

9



D 24 (8 < �;�> )
���

(8 xi)R (X̂ ij	(�;k)> = x ij	(�;k)> );x i

D f
= i-th com ponentoftheposition ofthecenter

ofm assof� in the state j	(�;k)> with respectto k 2 K when itisinuenced by ��.

D 25 (8 q)R (Q̂ j	(�;k)> = qj	(�;k)> );q
D f
= electric charge of� when itisinuenced by ��.

D 26 H S � fj	> 3 j	> 2 H E ^ ÛTj	> = j	> ,T transpositiong.

D 27 H A � fj	> 3 j	> 2 H E ^ ÛTj	> = � j	> ,T transpositiong.

D 28 H P S

D f
= space ofaccesible statesto a given physicalsystem �2 �.

R em ark 1 The nam esgiven to the eigenvalues in the above de�nitionsare m erely conventionaland they

do notim ply thatouraxiom aticspresupposesany conceptofclassicalphysics.Any identi�cation between

a property oftheq-system sand a m acroscopicalproperty ofclassicalphysicsm ustbejusti�ed a posteriori.

R em ark 2 Them eaning oftheexpression center ofm asscan beestablished by m eansofT 1.

3.8 T H EO R EM S

In thissection wegivesom eillustrativetheorem sthatcan bededuced from theaxiom aticbasis.W eare

notgoing to repeathere the theorem svalid in the case ofsim ple m icrosystem s (for instance,probability

am plitudes,Schr�odingerequation,Heisenberg inequalities,Heisenberg equation,superselection rules,spin).

Such theorem scan befound in ourpreviouspaper.

T 1 (Additivity theorem )

(8 < �;�> )
���

(8 k)K (C(�)= f�1;:::�ng^

[̂Pi;X̂ jr]= i�h�ij [Ĵi;X̂ jr]= i�h�ijkX̂ kr [̂Pi;P̂jr]= 0 [Ĵi;P̂jr]= i�h�ijkP̂kr

[K̂ i;X̂ jr]= 0 [K̂ i;P̂jr]= i�h�ijm r (i;j= 1;2;3;r = 1;2:::n))

P̂i=
P n

s= 1 P̂is ^ Ĵi=
P n

s= 1 Ĵis ^ K̂ i=
P n

s= 1 K̂ is ^ M̂ =
P n

s= 1 M̂ s)

Proof:from P 5 and A 35.

T 2 H S � H A � H E isa vectorsubspaceofH E .

Proof:from the de�nitionsgiven above.

T 3 (Sym m etrization theorem )

(8 < �;�> )
���

(H P S = H S � H A ).

Proof:Letj	(�)> besuch that

ÛTj	(�)> = � Tj	(�)> : (1)

10



Applying two transpositionsT1 and T2

ÛT1 ÛT2j	(�)> = � T1�T2j	(�)> :

Besides,applying the transposition T1T2,

ÛT1T2j	(�)> = � T1T2j	(�)> :

From A 36 and P 5,�T1T2 = �T1�T2,and then �T isa scalarrepresentation ofthe group �.

Thereexistonly two scalarrepresentationsof� (Cornwell1984):

(8 T)(�T = 1)_ (�T = + 1;T even ^ �T = � 1;T odd):

Then,from (1),

(j	(�)> 2 H S)_ (j	(�)> 2 H A ): (2)

Letnow bej	(�)> S 2 H S and j	(�)> A 2 H A ,then,

S <	(�)j	(�)> A = S <	(�)jU
�1
T
UTj	(�)> A = S <	(�)U TjUT	(�)> A = � S <	(�)j	(�)> A :

Thatisto say,

H A ? H S (3)

Finally,from (2)and (3),H P S = H A � H S

C O R O LLA RY :(Pauli’sExclusion Theorem )

(8 < �;�> )
���

(C(�)= f�1;:::�ng^ �i
id
$ �j ) j	(�)> 2 H P S)

T 4 (8 < �;� 0> )��� (C(�)= f�1:::�ng)

Ĥ =
1

2

n
X

i= 1

p̂2i

m i

+
X

i< j

[V (rij)+ V (~̂si;~̂sj)]

with

V (~̂si;~̂sj)= V1(rij)+ V2(rij)(~̂si:̂~sj)+ V3(rij)[3(~̂si:~nij)(~̂sj:~nij)� ~̂si:̂~sj]

where

rij
D f
= j~xi� ~xjj ~si=

�h

2
~�i ~nij

D f
=

~rij

rij

and ~�i are thePaulim atrices)

Proof:from A 28,P 5,and T 1.

11



R em ark 1: The �rst (second) group ofcom m utation relations in T 1 m eans that the behaviour ofeach

sim plem ycrosystem underaEuclidean m otion (instantaneousG alilean transform ations)isuna�ected by the

presenceofinteractions.R em ark 2:If�2 � such thatC (�)= f� 1;:::�ng,and �iinteractsweakly with �j

) Ĥ � =
P

iĤ �i+ O (�),where�issom ecouplingconstant.R em ark 3:T 3 istheso-called sym m etrization

postulate.Hereitisa theorem im plied by theaxiom aticcore.R em ark 4:Thereexistsom esystem swhose

representativeketshaveno de�nitesym m etry when a physicalspacewith non-trivialtopology isconsidered

(G irardeau 1965). Such system sare excluded in the presentwork because ofA 1 and A 2:itispossible to

build a coordinate representation ofthe operatorUT in E 3 withoutany additionalrestriction.

4 D ISC U SSIO N

Theaxiom atization ofQ M in thecaseofa q-system with an arbitrary num berofcom ponentsdeveloped

in this work is realistic and objective. Itis realistic because it assum es that the objects contained in the

ontology (thatis,the set�[ ��)existindependently ofsensorialexperience (contrary to the fundam ental

thesis ofidealism ). It is objective because knowing subjects or observers do not belong to the dom ain of

quanti�cation ofthe bound variablesofthe theory .

Itisworth noticingthattherealisticthesisdoesnotim ply thatallthefunctionsthatrepresentproperties

ofrealobjectsm usthavede�nitevaluessim ultaneously,asclassicism requires(Bunge1989).Thisisclearly

seen in Heisenberg’sinequalities(they follow from A 28,seePerez-Berglia�a etal.1993):they havenothing

to do with m easuring devices.They reectan inherentproperty ofevery m icrosystem .

Atthispoint,an im portantdi�erence should be rem arked between realism and classicism . The form er

isa philosophicalconception regarding the nature ofthe objects studied by the theory,while the latter is

only a speci�cfeature ofcertain theories(see Bunge 1989).

In recentyears,ithasbeen argued thatthefallofBell’sinequalitiesleadsto theconclusion thatrealism

isinconsistentwith experim ent.However,asweshow in thenextsection,such arefutation doesnotthreaten

in any way therealistic thesisadopted here.

4.1 EPR A N D R EA LISM

Let� 2 � 3 C(�)= f� 1;�2g ) P̂ = P̂1 + P̂2 by T 1. Itfollows from A 28 that[X̂ 1 � X̂ 2;P̂ ]= 0,and

then,from T 8 ofPerez-Berglia�a etal. (1993),the quantitiesassociated to the operators X̂ 1 � X̂ 2 and P̂

are sim ultaneously well-de�ned and can bem easured with asm uch precision asthe state-of-the-artallows.

Let’ssupposenow thatthecom ponents�1 and �2 arefaraway from each otherin such a way that,forthe

purpose ofexperim ent,they can be considered as isolated. Solving Schr�odinger’s equation (T 4 ofPerez-

Berglia�a etal. 1993) in the center ofm ass system of� for a nullpotential(see for instance De la Pe~na
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1979),we�nd (in thecoordinate representation)

	(x 1;x2)= �(x � a)eip(x1+ x2)=2�h (4)

where a is the relative separation between �1 and �2. Ifwe now m easure the position of�1 we can infer

(from the relation x1 � x2 = a)which value would be found ifwe m easure the position of�2 im m ediately

after the �rst m easure has been carried out. Assum ing that there is no action-at-distance in a quantum

sense(i.e.thattwo subsystem sapartenough from each othercan beconsidered asisolated,an assum ption

known aslocality orseparability),the inference ofx2 ism adewithoutperturbing �2 in any way.Itfollows

then thatthe position of�2 hasa de�nite predeterm ined value notincluded in (4). Thisim pliesthatthe

description given by Q M isincom plete.By thesam ereasoning,itcan beinferred thatthelinealm om entum

of�2 hasalso a de�nite value,atvariance with Heisenberg’sinequalities. Then both the position and the

linealm om entum of�2 have a de�nite predeterm ined value: we do not have to work out any additional

m easureto know them .Thisclearly contradictsthe subjetivistic interpretation ofCopenhagen.

Theargum entgiven above isa briefaccountofthe so-called \EPR paradox".In short,itstatesthatif

locality isaccepted in Q M then thetheory m ustbeincom plete.In otherwords,thetheory m usthavehidden

variables(Bohm 1953). Besides,a theorem due to Bell(1966)showsthatthe predictionsofdeterm inistic,

localtheoriesthathave hidden variablescan be com pared,by m eansofa given classofexperim ents,with

thepredictionsofQ M .Experim entsofsuch a classhavebeen carried outby Aspectetal.(1991,1992),and

theirresultsare in com plete agreem entwith Q M .

The reader should note that these results do not a�ect the realistic philosophy that underlies our ax-

iom atization.In fact,asitwasshown by Clauserand Shim ony (1978),

(Hidden Variables^ Separability)) (Bell’sinequalities)

It follows that ifBell’s inequalities are refuted by recourse to the experim ent,then (1) theories with

hidden variables are false (i.e. Q M is com plete) or(2) the theory isnon-localor (3)both (1)and (2)are

true. The axiom atization we presenthere assum esnon-locality and com pleteness,so itpredicts thatBell’s

inequalitiesare false. The non-locality originatesin the system ic pointofview adopted in the background

m aterial(m ore precisely,in P 10;see Section 2 fordetails),while com pletenessisintroduced through A 19,

accordingwhich everypropertyofthephysicalsystem understudyhasitsm athem aticalcounterpartuniquely

de�ned in the theory.

In brief, the axiom atization we present here is realistic, objective, non-local, and com plete. These

featuresare essentialforthe study ofquantum cosm ology,a subjectin which the orthodox (subjetivistic)

interpretation cannotbeapplied succesfully.
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Thesystem form ed by theassociation ofallthethingsistheUniverse(�U ,seeSection 2).By de�nition,

the environm entof�U isthe em pty environm ent: ��U = �0. Itfollowsthatany interpretation ofQ M that

requiresexternalobserverstoproducethecollapseofthewavefunction cannotbeapplied tothestudy of�U .

In thiscase itism andatory to have atourdisposalan objective interpretation.Theusualapproach (based

on the wave function)presupossesthe interpretation ofEverett(1957) orvariationsofit(see forinstance

Halliwell1992).O uraxiom atization shareswith Everett’sinterpretation therealism and theneedlessofVon

Neum ann’sprojection postulate.However,thetheory ofm easurem entthatfollowsfrom ouraxiom atization

doesnotentailthe introduction ofthe \M any W orlds",aswillbediscussed elsewhere.

4.2 SO M E R EM A R K S O N T H E \C O N SIST EN T IN T ER PR ETAT IO N "

Recently, G ri�ths (1984), O m n�es (1992), and G ell-M ann and Hartle (1990) have developed a new

form ulation ofQ M :the so-called \consistentinterpretation". They claim itisboth realistic and objective.

In thefollowing,weshallarguethattheirm ain physicalresultscan beobtained astheorem sin ourform alism ,

although detailed proofs,which are lengthy,willbepresented elsewhere.

In the consistent interpretation,the density m atrix plays a centralrole. This concept is secondary in

ouraxiom atization becausethenotion ofpartition ofa system � in two subsystem s(i.e.�= � 1
_+ �2,where

thesym bol _+ m eansphysicalsum ,see Bunge1967b)hasbeen incorporated to theontologicalbackground.

Starting from this partition,it is possible to show that the state ofeach subsystem is represented by a

density operator�i (see Balian 1982 fora nonrigorousproof).

The existence ofthe classicallim itcan be proved in ourform ulation essentially in the sam e way asin

O m n�es(1992).Speci�cally,there existsa m any-to-one partialfunction C thatassociatesa function A (p;q)

(thatdependson classicalphase space variables)to operators Â (̂p;q̂).The function A (p;q)isthe classical

counterpart of Â (̂p;q̂). The function C is m any to one because,due to the lack ofcom m utativity ofthe

operator ring,severaloperators have the sam e classicalcounterpart,and it is partialbecause dynam ical

variablessuch asspin have no classicalcounterpart.

W ith these elem ents and the aid ofouraxiom atics,we could constructa \theory ofm easurem ent". If

thesystem � isdecom posed asfollows:

�= �S
_+�A _+ ��S (5)

where �S isthe subsytem on which the m easure isperform ed,�A isthe \apparatus" and ��S isthe \envi-

ronm ent",then,with suitablerestrictionson thethreesubsystem s,them ain resultsofm easurem enttheory

could bededuced asin O m n�es(1992).6

6
W e should rem ark that the resulting m easurem ent theory does not apply to realsituations but to the analysis ofhighly

idealized typicalexperim ents:itcan predictaccurately no outcom e ofa single realexperim ent(Bunge 1967b)
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\W avepacketreduction"can beexpressed asatraceon thedensity m atrix ofthe\apparatus"subsystem

(L�uders1951,O m n�es1992).Thisisprobablytheclosestonecan gettoaproofof\von Neum ann’sprojection

postulate"in ourform ulation.However,nophysicalprocessisinvolved in thereduction:itisam athem atical

device to describea subsetofinitialconditions(O m n�es1992). 7

5 C O N C LU D IN G R EM A R K S

W e�nally would liketopointoutherethatcertain realisticinterpretationsofQ M cannotfacesuccesfully

the refutation ofBell’sinequalities. Thisistrue fordeterm inistic interpretations,i.e. interpretations that

im ply the existence of hidden variables that com plete the classical characterization of the state of the

particlesthatcom pose the statisticalensem bles. Thisfailure isavoided by a literal(i.e. strictly quantum )

interpretation.W ehaveshown herethatsuch an interpretation ispossible.M oreover,ouraxiom aticso�ers

awell-suited fram efortheanalysisofrecentattem ptsfocused on obtainingtheclassicallim itasan em ergent

property in a m acroscopicalsystem from theconstituentm icrosystem s,by m eansofa decoherenceprocess.

Thisline ofresearch willbedeveloped elsewhere.
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